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PROCEEDI NGS

(The Transportation portion of

t he proceedi ngs was held at
this time and is contained in a
separate transcript.)

ACTI NG CHAlI RMAN FLORES: Pur suant to the

provisions of the Illinois Open Meetings Act, | now
convene a regularly schedul ed session -- Bench
session of the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion. Wth me

in Chicago are Comm ssioner Ford and O Connell-Di az,

and with us in Springfield are Conm ssioners Elliott

and Col gan. | am Chairman Flores. W have a quorum
Bef ore noving into the agenda,

according to Section 1700.10 of the Illinois

Adm ni strative Code, this is the time we allow the

menbers of the public to address the Conm ssion.

Members of the public wishing to address the

Comm ssion must notify the Chief Clerk's Office at

| east 24 hours prior to the Bench session. According

to the Chief Clerk's Office, we have no requests to

speak at today's Bench sessi on.

Moving on to the Public Utility
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agenda. We will begin with the Electric portion.
ltem E-1 concerns ConEd's proposed tariff sheet to
revise the purchased electricity adjustnment of factor
Ri der PE by extending the maxi num amortizati on peri od
from3 months to 12 months. Staff recomends that
the Comm ssion allow the Conpany's request by not
suspendi ng the filing.
Il will make a motion to not suspend
the filing.
Is there a second?
COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Thank you. It's been
moved and seconded.
Al'l in favor say "aye."
(Chorus of ayes.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any opposed?
(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: The vote is 5-0, and

the filings will not be suspended.
We will use the 5-0 vote for the
remai nder of the Public Utility agenda unl ess

ot herwi se not ed.
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ltem E-2 concerns Docket No. 10-0467.
This is the ConmEd rate case and before us today is a
Petition for Interlocutory Review brought by the
Attorney General concerning a notion to strike
portions of the testinmny of Roger Colton that was
granted by the Adm nistrative Law Judges in this
case, Adm nistrative Law Judges Dol an and Sai nsot
recommend that the Comm ssion deny the petition.

Any di scussi on by any of the
Comm ssi oners?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: If I m ght have
the ALJs kind of walk us through this matter.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Briefly, the testinmony that's
at issue chiefly concerns the bad state of the
econonmy in the United States and the fact that poor
peopl e or the working poor have a tougher time of it
in bad econom c situations. And | think the AG
rightfully pointed out that Section 1-102 of the
Public Utilities Act always requires us to consider
t he i npact of rates on people who are struggling
econom cal ly.

And | think our problemw th this
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testinony is not that the subject of the evidence is
wrong, it's that these are facts that we know t hese
are not -- these are facts that are obvious, just
like it's cold in Chicago in wintertime. These are
not facts that are properly the subject of expert
testi nony because they are obvious.

And | would also point out,
additionally, that there are other ways to get this
type of evidence into the record without using an
expert. And the reason this is important is because
experts are supposed to guide us. They're supposed
to teach us things. Experts are supposed to bring us
up to speed in a certain area. The testinony that's
at issue here doesn't do that. It just tells us what
every man on the street already knows and what we
know.

So, again, certainly Judge Dol an and |
are very concerned about the state of the econony.
And we're also very concerned about the inpact that
any rate increase that ComEd -- that this docket
m ght ultimtely inpose, any impact that would have

on poor people or the working poor.
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But we al so have to follow the rules
of evidence. And the rules of evidence don't allow
experts -- expert opinions on everyday facts that
everybody knows el se wi se. So that is the basis for
granting the motion.

JUDGE DOLAN: And then, of course, just the
ot her part of it is we also struck his testinmony
concerning the alternative regul ation plan because
it's not pertinent to our docket. It's anot her
docket that's actually being held by Judge Haynes,
and that testimony was nore appropriate for that
docket. And we've also struck some ComEd testinony
t hat al so addressed that issue. W're trying to just
keep our docket straight w thout bringing in
testinony of another docket that has nothing to do
with our case. So. ..

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So this motion,
in fact, is a two-pronged nmotion seeking to include
information or have us inmport information from
anot her docket. s that fair?

JUDGE DOLAN: Well, he addresses the

alternative regul ation.
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COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: His testinmony
does?

JUDGE DOLAN: Yes. Exactly. Yes.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Exactly. Ri ght .
Which is another docket, so that would be appropriate
in that docket and not this docket.

JUDGE DOLAN: Exactly. Yes.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: And this is a
motion filed by the AG?

JUDGE DOLAN: That's correct.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Well, certainly,
| mean, it's -- | believe that anytime the Conm ssion
| ooks at any cost issue it's about how s that going
to i mpact rates, how that's going to inpact the
peopl e on the street. | find it kind of funny
because | think | ast week we were voting on energy
efficiency matters and | think it was the CUB witness
t hat said, Yeah, there's going to be a cost, we're
not sure if there's going to be a benefit, but let's
go do it.

So | find this -- you know, there's

al ways costs involved in things and the notion that
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the Comm ssion is not cognizant on that on every
single move that we make in our deliberations and
our thought process is troubling that someone woul d
think we don't think about that.

And from what |'m hearing this is --
from what you're suggesting that this information
contained in this -- many page -- is something that
we could al nost take adm nistrative notice of, you
know, there's econom c¢c meltdown and hopefully we're
maybe on the upside of that, but it's a very big
chal | enge for people to -- and not just working for
famlies for people to neet their expenses. So it
somet hing germane to the public. | don't think --
agree with you. | think it's something that we don
need an expert to come and tell us that there's
problems in our financial sector of the country.

So. ..

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any comment s?
Questions?

COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: | disagree with the fact
that this is comon knowl edge. | don't think it is.

| think this is an expert -- a nationally known
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expert. He makes a case whether or not any of us
woul d consider it in the final decision would be our
own choice, but the Public Utilities Act requires us
to give a fair treatment to consumers and investors.

| see no harmin allowi ng this
evidence to be in the record. The witness comes to
some conclusions in his testimony and all of these
concl usions are supported by the evidence. And if we
remove the evidence, then what basis do we have to
consider his conclusion? So I'min favor of |eaving
it in.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: | guess ny only situation
was does this request exceed the boundaries of the
Rul es of Evi dence?

JUDGE SAI NSOT: The request to -- for
M. Colton's --

COMM SSI ONER FORD: MT- hmm

JUDGE SAINSOT: Well, that's the whole basis --
well, let me back up so I'"'mclear. The request to
keep M. Colton's evidence in, although --

JUDGE DOLAN: Testinmony.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Sorry -- testimony -- keep in
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m nd that the evidentiary hearing starts next week so
it hasn't been admtted.

But that's the whole basis for our
granting the notion to dism ss is experts -- expert

testinony is supposed to be testimony that's about

t hings that common -- that are not comon knowl edge.
And if you read M. Colton's testinony, | didn't find
anything in there -- any of his conclusions, at any
rate, that | didn't know from being an American
citizen. And that is -- was the basis.

And, again, | think we're very

cogni zant of the fact that we have to consider the

econom c i nmpact of any rate increase that m ght

occur. That is not what the ruling is about,
rather -- or the ruling striking M. Colton's
testinony is about. Rat her Judge Dol an and | feel

t hat we ought not to get in the habit of having
experts testify about things that are not expert --

JUDGE DOLAN: Subj ect s.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: -- subjects. Thank you, Judge
Dol an.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: Of course, on the

10
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flip side of this, given that the hearings are going
to take place next week then this would be ripe for
cross-exam nation or disregard by the trier of fact
as not relevant once that's devel oped on the witness
st and.

So | guess -- | think you have a
position of precedent. If we start doing this, we
ki nd of open up the door to a | ot of other things
t hat should not be, kind of to Comm ssion Ford's
poi nt . But, again, on the other side, is there great
harmin that there is a way to clear up or for the

inquiry to be had of this proffered testinmny?

JUDGE SAINSOT: Well, it would depend on the
Cross-exam nati on. It would depend on their -- we
only | ooked at this one factor. It's possible -- and

| can't speak for Judge Dolan's mnd, and |I can tell
you that my mind is totally blank, but it's possible
that the evidence is inadm ssible for other reasons.
| just haven't thought about that and nothing's hit
me in the face. So there are other reasons.
But the record --
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: But that wil

11
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become evident at the hearing, though.
JUDGE SAI NSOT: It shoul d.
JUDGE DOLAN: Yeah.
JUDGE SAI NSOT: Yeah, it shoul d.

The record in this case is volum nous
t hough.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any ot her comments?
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: | just -- | would
comment |'m generally in favor of having nore in the
record than less, and I'm confortable with giving

what ever wei ght the testimony is due.

So | would be inclined to -- in this
particul ar case, accept that -- as an econom st |
have no problens being rem nded of the state of the
economny. | think someti mes when we're engaged in
t hese mundane matters day to day, sometinmes we don't
lift our heads to | ook and see what the average guy
on the street is | ooking at.

So to be remnded is -- | see no harm
And, you know, | give the evidence what it's due. So
| woul d support including it in the record.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very well.

12



COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: So you support

bot h of

i ke there's two prongs to --

COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: the alt

testinony is --

woul d see as a little troubling if

germane to the rate case.
COMM SSI ONER FORD
woul d go with that
suggestion al so.

preferring nore

evi dence regardi ng anot her subject and anot her

docket . would like to see that taken out

could -- we can have nore evidence if

and the ALJs can work it

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: So the concern --

can just make sure that the record is clear.

are we talking -- is there some consensus that
alternative regulation testinony, should that

i ncl uded or excl uded?

COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Excl uded.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Excl uded.
COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Excl uded.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Comm ssi oner Col gan?

COMM SSI ONER COL GAN:

So

13
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ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Okay. And so that the
information provided by M. Colton on the state of
t he econony, the impact on |ow-income, moderate
i ncrease ratepayers, that stays in?

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Yes.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very wel | . Okay.
| also -- just so that the record
is -- reflects my personal statements, my personal
sentiment on this matter, |I'malso interested in
having nore -- having a more conplete record. So to

the extent that the expert can provide expert
testinony on the state of the econony, | believe that
that is germane and it should be all owed.

But | also agree that there are limts
to expert testimony. And that if it is concerning
testi mony regardi ng anot her pending case, that there
woul d be no prejudice done to the intervenor that
t hey woul d have the opportunity to bring on that
expert in that particular docket for the purposes of
providing that testinmony.

So | would also hold with the -- with

my coll eagues here in that we allow -- that we

14
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overrule the -- in part the Adm nistrative Law
Judges' recomendation to deny the notion as it
speaks to the expert testimny provided by M. Roger
Colton on the issue of the state of the econony as
wel |l as the impact on |low inconme and -- on the inpact
on ratepayers.

| would -- we sustain the ruling that
the expert testinmony on the issue of the alternative
regul ation is outside the scope and that it is --
that it should be heard in another case if the
intervenor so decides to introduce that evidence in

t hat case.

So | did say that | was going to use
the most -- the |ast nmost favorable vote, which is
5-0. So | will use that vote for both of those
rulings.

Very wel | . Moving on to lItems E-3
t hrough E-5. They will be taken together. These
items are applications for |icensure as an Agent,

Broker and Consul tant under 16-115C of the Public
Utilities Act. In each case Adm nistrative Law Judge

Yoder recommends that the Conmm ssion enter an Order

15
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granting the requested certificate.
Any di scussi on.
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the
Orders are entered and the Certificates are granted.
ltem E-6 is Docket No. 10-0640. This
is the ComEd's petition regarding the Payment
Assistant Plan including its Percentage of | nconme
Payment Pl an or PIPP. The parties to this case have
entered into a stipulated agreement settling all
issues in this docket and Adm nistrative Law Judge
Ki morel recommends that the Conm ssion enter an Order
approving the plan.
Comm ssi oner Col gan, any di scussion?
COVMM SSI ONER COLGAN: Yeah, I'm going to recuse
myself fromthis case -- this docket and not vote.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very wel | .
COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: | was just too involved
in the negotiations on Pl PP.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very wel | . Thank you,

16
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Comm ssi oner Col gan.

Just so that the record is accurate,
l'd like to take a roll call

Comm ssioner Ford.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Aye.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Comm ssi oner
O Connel | -Di az.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Comm ssioner Elliott.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Aye.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Chai rman Fl ores votes
aye and Comm ssi oner Col gan has recused himself from
voting on this matter. The vote is 4-0 to approve
t he pl an.

Turning now to the gas, ItemG 1 is
Docket No. 10-0562. It is Nicor's Energy Efficiency
case. Before us today is a Petition for
| nterl ocutory Review brought by Northern Illinois
Muni ci pal Franchi se Gas Consortium concerning a
motion to exclude testimony fromthe Consortiumthat
was granted by Adm nistrative Law Judge Kinbrel in
this case. Adm nistrative Law Judge Ki nbr el

17
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recommends that the Conm ssion deny the Consortiums
Petition for Interlocutory Review.
|s there any discussion?
(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very wel | . | believe
that the interlocutory review should be granted. I
read the material in this matter, some of the
testi mony and obviously al so Judge Kimbrel's
position. | do believe that the Consortium has made
valid points about the role of collaboration in
devel opi ng Energy Efficiency Plans. And i ncluded in
this testimony is consistent with a breadth of issues
t hat we had -- that had been in part of -- that have
been part of the testimony in previous energy
efficiency dockets.

So while |I recognize that this
proceeding is clearly not the place to revise the
franchi se agreements, which is | don't think what the
i ntervenor here is trying to do, the
interrelationship between those agreenments and the
energy efficiency docket is a subject of interest and
that | would |ike to have as part of record in this

18
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proceedi ng.

You know, as indicated in the previous

case, you know, | believe that it's consistent with
some of the views that have already been expressed
here that it's -- you know, in nmy view good public
policy for us to have a fuller record. W have to

make -- we're limted to the decisions that we make

based on the evidence that is provided in the record.

And while there are limts, we must foll ow the Rul es

of Evidence and remain germane to the issues at

hand.

G ven that we are tal king about an Energy Efficiency

Program here, | believe that -- and given the
testinony that was provided, that it meets the
threshold to have this testinmony provided on the
record.

So I'd like to make a motion to --
actually to reverse the ruling made by the
Adm ni strative Law Judge. So I'd like to make a
motion on that matter.

Is there a second?

(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: | don't hear a second,

19
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but I want the record to reflect that, you know, when
we are tal king about the energy efficiency portfolio
standard, the concept of collaboration is one that
i ncludes many stakehol ders. And that we -- you know
we can't just pick and choose who's going to
partici pate because then you woul dn't have the ful
breadth of coll aboration that we would want and that
| believe the state |egislature has called for for
t he purposes of achieving a very aggressive energy
efficiency portfolio standard.

| would hope -- and, again, |
recognize that this may not be the place to decide --
and | don't think, again, that the parties -- the

intervenor here is asking us to decide on the issue

of the arrangement -- the consortiumthat they're
| ooking for, but that we are -- the franchise
agreement . But that we do have an opportunity here

to hear an issue concerning energy efficiency.

So | just -- to the extent and, | --
you know, this is not a ruling, obviously. But to
the extent that we can foster increased
col l aboration, speaking as an individual

20
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Comm ssioner, | would greatly encourage all the
parties in the spirit of full collaboration to
di scuss issues of energy and possibilities of energy
efficiency, especially if there is an opportunity to
save ratepayers nmore noney. Because as we just
i ndi cated on the record, one of our primary
responsibilities is to ensure that we allow for the
most affordable possible rates for the ratepayers in
the State of Illinois.

So those are my comments.

COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: M. Chairman, | -- 1I'm
not going to be able to support your motion, but | do
support a |l ot of what you just said. You know, |
think the coll aboration issue is really inmportant.
And | think we should find ways to encourage the
col | aborati on anywhere we possi bly can.

| kind of come down on this in the
terms of statutory authority to do that. And, you
know, | have | ooked for it and didn't see it. So --
but at the same time | think that we shoul d encourage
people to do full collaboration on the wi de rage of
issues and this being a -- | agree with everything

21
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you sai d about the importance of energy efficiency.
So. ..

COVMM SSI ONER FORD: And | certainly agree with
col I abor ati on. But | guess the problemthat | have
is the nodel franchise agreement because | know t hat
different territories have different issues. And I
do not believe one size fits all. So |I certainly
believe in coll aboration.

COVMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT:  And | would echo those
comment s. | think that -- you know, there's -- |
think more than a little merit in what they're
attenpting to do, but | don't believe that is the
forumto engage in that. And, |, too, |ooked for the
statutory support in this and found it | acking. So,
| just think it may be the right idea but the wrong
forum

ACTI NG CHAl RMAN FLORES: Well, someone's going
to have to make a notion because --

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Wel | . Il will make a
motion to adopt the reconmmendati on of the ALJ with
regard to the interlocutory.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.

22
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ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Very wel | .
Comm ssi oner Ford.
COMM SSI ONER FORD: Aye.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Comm ssi oner
O Connel | -Di az.
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COMM SSI ONER FORD: Comm ssioner Elliott.
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Aye.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Comm ssi oner Col gan.
COWM SSI ONER COLGAN: Aye.
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: And Chairman Fl ores
votes no.
Movi ng on to Tel ecomuni cations, Item
T-1 is Docket No. 10-0513. This is Telrite
Corporation's application for a Certificate of
Service Authority to provide resold wireless
communi cation services in Illinois. Admnistrative
Law Judge Riley recommends entry of an Order granting
the requested Certificate of Service Authority.
|s there any discussion?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?

23
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(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: We will use the nost
favorable -- the last nmost favorable vote on this
matter. So hearing none, the Order is entered and
the Certificate is granted by a vote of 5-0.

ltem T-2 is Docket No. 10-0593. This
is Stargate Mobile's application for a Certificate of
Aut hority to operate as a reseller of wireless
tel ecommuni cati ons services statewi de throughout
II'linois. Adm nistrative Law Judge Riley recomends
t hat the Comm ssion enter an Order granting the
requested Certificate.
Any di scussi on?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Hearing none, the

Order is entered and the Certificate is granted.

ltem T-3 is Docket No. 10-0644. This
is Mosaic Networx's application for a Certificate of
Local Exchange and | nterexchange Authority to operate
as reseller and/or facilities-based carrier of

24
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tel ecommuni cati ons services throughout Illinois.
Adm ni strative Law Judge Riley recommends that the
Comm ssion enter an Order granting the Certificates.
Any di scussi on?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the
Order is entered and the Certificates are granted.
ltem T-4 is Docket No. 10-0661. This
is TDS Long Di stance Corporation's application for a
Certificate of Wreless Authority to operate as a
reseller of telecommunications services in the State
of Illinois. Adm nistrative Law Judge Ril ey
recommends that the Conm ssion enter an Order
granting the requested Certificate.
Any di scussi on?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the
Order is entered and the Certificate is granted.

25
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ltem T-5 is Docket No. 08-0550. This
is Intrado's Petition for Arbitration pursuant to
Section 252(b) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, to establish an interconnection agreenment
with Verizon North, Incorporation, and Verizon Sout h,
| ncor poration. I ntrado now seeks to withdraw its
petition and to term nate this docket. And
Adm ni strative Law Judges G | bert and Benn recomrmend
t hat the Comm ssion grant the Conpany's request.

Any di scussi on?

(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the

Petition is wthdrawn.

ltems T-6 through T-10 can be taken
together. These times each concern joint petitions
for amendments to interconnection agreements under
47 -- under 47 U.S.C. Section 252. I n each case
Adm ni strative Law Judge Teague recomends entering
an Order amending an existing interconnection
agreement .
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Any di scussi on?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Any obj ections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the
Orders are entered.
We now move to the Water and Sewer
portion of today's agenda. ltem W1 concerns a
filing by Illinois-American Water Conmpany of proposed
tariff sheets to update its sanitary sewer rules,
regul ati ons and conditions of service. Staff
recommends that the Conm ssion allow the Conmpany's
request by not suspending the filing.
Any di scussi on?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAlI RMAN FLORES: Any objections?
(No response.)
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Heari ng none, the
filing will not be suspended.
ltem W2 is Docket No. 10-0736. Thi s
is Illinois-American Water Conpany's proposed tariff
sheets to effectuate its purchased water surcharges,
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qualifying infrastructure pl ant

purchased sewage treat nment

i nfrastructur

the required

all ow the Company's proposal

Conpany's request for special

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES:

wat er surcharges,

e plant sewage surcharges on | ess than

noti ce. St af f

Any di scussi on?

perm ssion.

(No response.)

(No response.)

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES:

request for speci al

Hearing no

There is one other matter

by granting the

Any objections?

ne, the

perm ssion is granted.

that 1'd

like to bring up before we officially adjourn the

Comm ssi on - -

this meeting, rat

her.

| want to recognize someone who we

have tremendous amount of

been part of

the 1CC famly for

is M. WI Nagel.

surcharges and qualifying

recommends the Conmm ssion

respect for, someone who's

some time, and that

This is fromthe bottom of

and | just wanted to say thank you, W,

wor k and your

comm t ment

and - -

you know,

my heart
for your

| ' ve been
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here al nost a year and |'ve been able to -- |'ve
noticed myself just the amount of workl oad that
you' ve carried on behalf of the ICC in your division,
and we're really grateful for your dedication. So
personally | wanted to say thank you and you've done
an outstanding job and you're going to be m ssed.

MR. NAGEL: Thank you.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: | know that the other
Comm ssioner also would like to say a few remarKks.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Certainly I'"d like to
concur with everything the Chairman has said. You' ve
certainly been a nice person and you've been very
friendly in that corner and you've allowed me to
enter the door when | -- so good luck on your --
wherever you want to go and be very successful as |
know you wi ||

MR. NAGEL: Thank you very much.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Well, | think
this is our second good-bye because WI |eft us for a
little bit but we were |ucky enough to get him back
and he just came at a time that we really needed

someone of his |egal know edge and experience and he
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came in and saved the day. And now he's --

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Gone again.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: -- mopving on to
greener pastures, and | mean that in the doll ar
amount . But as | always tell everybody, you know,
the Comm ssion is a big dysfunctional famly and
we're |ike the mafi a. So once you're in, you're
really never out. So we | ook forward to seeing you
at other Bar Association's things and we wi sh you the
best and know whoever -- | know you're going to a
firm-- and | don't even think you're going to be

doi ng transportation stuff, are you?

MR. NAGEL: No, | don't believe so.
COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: No, | don't think
SoO. So -- but our paths cross at the Conmm ssion or

ot herwi se, wish you the best and you've served the
Comm ssion well and we will m ss you.

MR. NAGEL: Thank you. Thank you very nuch.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Hol d on. Hol d on.
Hol d on, M. Nagel.

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: We got to |ayer
it on.
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COWMM SSI ONER ELLI OTT: Best wi shes for a
continued success, and as Erin noted, the door's
al ways open here at the Comm ssion if you find it's
not a good fit and you're not happy and you m ss all
the excitement and enjoyment that you' ve gotten out
of your years here -- welcome back anytime. And good
luck and best wi shes for a continued success.

MR. NAGEL: Thank you very much.

COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Ditto to what everybody
said and wish you the very best.

MR. NAGEL: Thank you.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Now, you know - -

COMM SSI ONER COL GAN: Happy New Year, W .

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: | always do this when
we have good-byes, | always have the | ead of the
division say a few remarKks.

So, Mary, |I'mgoing to ask that you --

MS. STEPHENSON- SCHROEDER: "' m not really the
| ead of the division. | think very highly of WI
and --

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: You're the |ead
attorney.
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MS. STEPHENSON- SCHROEDER: Well, actually
that's Steve's role.

MR. NAGEL: He snuck out.

MS. STEPHENSON- SCHROEDER: Steve snuck out.

| know we all think very highly of WI

and we wi sh him well. He's been a pleasure to work
with and we know he'll be very successful.

MR. NAGEL: Thank you.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: That was -- she's
speaki ng on behal f of Steve.

MR. NAGEL: | wanted to thank you all very much
for letting me come back three years ago. And
just -- it's been wonderful opportunities for ne.
|"ve | earned an enormus anmount and --

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: All the secrets
stay here, though, all the bad behavior that you saw.

MR. NAGEL: Of course. Of course.

And just -- you know, | said it

before, I wasn't | ooking. This was an offer that was
just a wonderful opportunity for me and it was a very
hard decision for me to make. But | feel 1've made
the right decision and I'm very -- just thankful for
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my time here.
COVMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: W sh you wel |
ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: Godspeed, my friend.

Okay. Judge Wall ace? Your Honor?

JUDGE WALLACE: Yes, |'m here.

ACTI NG CHAI RMAN FLORES: You know what, |'m
going to get a gavel -- or a horn. | ' m going to get
a horn.

Are there any other matters to cone
before us today, sir?
JUDGE WALLACE: | think that should do it.
ACTI NG CHAlI RMAN FLORES: That's great. Thank
you, Sir.
Hearing none, this neeting stands
adj our ned.

MEETI NG ADJOURNED
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